


reading of Since he didn't like annoying salesmen as

addition and inversion are found in the misreading of
Knowing John was eager to help with her cooking as
Knowing John was eager to help her with the cooking.

In all cases the subject made the error in reading
what was on the card, and neither corrected the error
nor noticed it until the experimenter pointed it out
later. There were 43 misreadings, and 28 of these
involved ambiguous sentences. The difference between
the frequency of misreadings for ambiguous and non-
ambiguous sentences was significant at the .01 level
(Chi-square). The fact that many of the misreadings
of ambiguous sentences tended to eliminate the am-
biguity as in the above examples is of obvious interest.

2. Tangential completions.  The instructions empha-
sized that completions had to be relevantto the meaning
of the words in the sentence fragment. The subjects
agreed on 61 trials that their completion was tangential.
There were more tangential responses for ambiguous
(44) than for unambiguous sentences (17), a difference
significant at the .01 level (Chi-square test). Also there
were more tangential completions for derived (14)
than lexical (9) ambiguities, and for underlying (21)
than derived (14). Examples of tangential completions
for the following sentence fragment, Claiming the
shouting of the Indians was dreadful, Champlain (un-
ambiguous) were: ''went on an expedition'’; ""ordered
his men to fire''; "'starteda war.'' Examples of relevant
completions for the same fragment were: ''covered his
ears''; ''gagged them''; ""made them be guiet.""

An interesting finding, where the suhbject of the in-
complete ambiguous sentence was a personal pronoun,
was a high frequency of tangential completions similar
to the following: Although I asked how old George was,
1 mumbled; Knowing that visiting relatives could be
bothersome, I was confused; In ordering the police to
stop drinking he became very undecided.

An observation congruent with such tangential com=-
pletions was the frequent occurrence of stuttering and
word indecision for ambiguous sentences.

3. Word indecision. Examples of wordindecisionare:
""Having a ball with his case, Merry Pason, I mean
Perry Mason...," and '"Before stopping arguing in the
court, Wimbleton was perjured, I mean disqualified.""
There were 22 instances of word indecision, 16 for
ambiguous sentences and 7 for unambiguous ones, a
difference significant at the .05 level (Chi-square).

4. Stuttering.  Noticeable stuttering occurred on 66
trials. Of these, 45 instances of stuttering occurred
with ambiguous sentence fragments as compared to 21
for unambiguous ones, a difference significant at the
.001 level (Chi~-square).

5. Laughter. One female subject expressed inex-
plicable amusement in the form of just audible chuckling
on 22 of the 63 trials. When later questioned, the subject
was unaware of laughing or that any of the sentences
was amusing. Twenty instances of laughter occurred
during ambiguous sentence fragments and only two
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during unambiguous ones, a difference significuntatthe
.05 level (two-tailed binomial test).

6. Effects of the unseen meaning. Even though the
subjects could confidently specify which of the two
meanings he was conscious of, the other ''unseen'
meaning was frequently expressed in their completion
of the sentence. For example, consider the following
sentence completions: Sailing the two masted ships
into the dock, Drake accidentally rammed the pilings,
and, for the same fragmz=nt, Drake suddenly lost control
of the ship. Claiming the work was done over on the

cussing the problems with the mathematicians in
Germany, Oppenheimer (fragment) disagreed (comple-
tion); grew red in the face (completion); and violently
disagreed with their views. Because Stalin liked the
old school, he (fragment) decided to exterminate the
new one. The subject volunteered that this sentence
was ungrammatical, since the verb exterminate could
not apply to schoolhouses. He was unaware of seeing
the other meaning of '""school."’

7. lingrammatical completions. Sixty=-six of the 2520
completions were recognized by the subjects to be
ungrammatical. Of these, 52 were completions of ambig-
uous sentences and 14 of unambiguous ones (a difference
significant at the .001 level, Chi-squaretest). Examples

of ungrammatical sentences are: '""When Freud fed !

her dog biscuits, he thought he saw them secrete
saliva''; "'Knowing the minister's hope of marrying

Anna was impractical, he disbanded the idea''; "'"Knowing |-

could do it again.' These examples suggest that some
ungrammatical completions of ambiguous sentences may
reflect the dual influence of two incompatible meanings
on the subject's completions.One subject even explained
one of his ungrammatical completions as the product
of confusion (without specific awareness of the ambig-
uity, however).

DISCUSSION
First let us consider the three main hypotheses
concerning the understanding of ambiguous sentences
outlined in the introduction:

1. The Suppression Hypothesis

The precise form of the suppression hypothesis given
in the introduction clearly does not fit the present data.
If the results of In search of ambiguity (MacKay, 1965)
were to be entirely explained in terms of suppression,
the second meaning of lexical ambiguities must be less
effectively suppressed than that of surface and under-
lying structure ambiguities. Since ambiguity interfered
with sentence completion in the present study, we could
reasonably assume that sentences whose second meaning
is less suppressed, or more prevalent, would be more
difficult to complete. Consequently, lexically ambig-
uous sentences should have been more difficult to
complete than sentences with ambiguity at the surface
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and underlying levels. Since the opposite result was
obtained, suppression cannot be considered the sole
determinant of the differences among the three types
of ambiguity in either experiment.

Suppression may still be required to explain the
fact that subjects saw only one meaning in processing
ambiguous sentences. In contrast to the striking effects
of ambiguity on completion time, nature of completions,
reading, fluency, and laughter, the absence ofawareness
of both meanings for ambiguous sentences is indeed
remarkable. That only one meaning was seen by most
subjects is corroborated by the nature and number of
misreadings of ambiguous sentences, and the ease with
which subjects could recall which meaning they had
seen when later questioned.

However, such effects of linguistic alternatives, with~
out full awareness of all aspects of those alternatives,
need not mean that the second meaning is suppressed
or that perception of the first meaning is contingent
upon the active suppression of the second meaning.
The actual process of understanding ambiguous sen-
tences may be a rapid and unanalyzed decision of the
sort which must frequently occur in processing natural
language. Whether the lack of awareness is due to the
rate or the nature of the decision cannot yet be deter=-
mined.

2. The Fusion Hypothesis

The present data also show that fusion cannot be
the sole determinant of the time needed to discover
ambiguities and to complete ambiguous sentences.
If the two meanings of an ambiguous sentence are
seen as fused, with the same ease as a single meaning
in unambiguous sentences, then there should have been
no difference in the completion times for different
types of ambiguity and between ambiguous and non-
ambiguous sentences. The fact that both types of dif-
ferences occurred tends to contradict the fusion
hypothesis. The ease with which subjects could deter-
mine which meaning they saw, the nature of the
misreadings, ungrammatical and tangential comple-
tions, and the stuttering and word indecision for
ambiguous sentences are also at variance with this
hypothesis. Again, however, this does not mean that
fusion was not occurring for some of the sentences
or to some extent for all of the sentences, or that
fusion of the two meanings of ambiguous sentences
might not have been demonstrated by some other
experimental technique.

3. The Otlivion Hypothesis.

Under the oblivion hypothesis the difficulty in dis-
covering ambiguities lies in the understanding of a
single meaning for ambiguous sehtences, There are
five sources of support for the oblivion hypothesis:
First, the oblivion hypothesis predicted that ambig-
uous sentences would take more time to complete
than unambiguous ones, as was found. Second, the
subjects' reports (both during and after the experiment)
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that ambiguous sentences were difficult to understand,
directly support an oblivion hypothesis. Third, the
completion-time data supported the specific form of
the oblivion hypothesis outlined in the introduction.
In order to integrate the oblivion hypothesis with the
results of the 1965 study we assumed that discovery
of the first meaning in the search for ambiguity was
easier for lexical than for surface and underlying
ambiguities. Assuming that a single meaning is suffi~
cient and necessary to complete sentences, the oblivion
hypothesis predicted greater difficulty in the relevant
completion of surface and underlying ambiguities than
lexical ambiguities, as was found. Fourth, the oblivion
hypothesis predicted that discovery of a single meaning
for multiply ambiguous sentences would take longer
than for singly ambiguous ones, implying both more
time to discover the two meanings for multiple ambig-
uities, and more time to complete them, as was found.
Finally, the oblivion hypothesis accurately predicted
the relative order of difficulty in completion of the
six types of multiply ambiguous sentences.
# Assuming the correctmess of the oblivion hypothesis,
the fact that sentences with ambiguity at two different
linguistic levels took longer to complete than those
with two ambiguities on the same level can he seen
to support the theory that psychological understanding
of a sentence requires the combined appreciation of all
three of its linguistic levels. If the processing and
completion of sentences did not require the combined
understanding of all three levels, then ambiguities at
different levels should have had no more effectthan the
same number of ambiguities at a single level, On the
cther hand, if completion of sentences requires the un-
derstanding of all three levels in conjunction, and no
meaning can be gained from a single linguistic level, a
relevant completion may still be possible through the
comprehension of the other two levels. However, if no
meaning can be gained from either of twolevels, then a
relevant response would be much moredifficult. Conse-
quently, when both ambiguities of a multiply ambiguous
sentence occur at the same level, completion time
would be shorter than when they occur at different
levels, as was found.
4. The Order-of-Processing Hypothesis

Linguists have postulated a ''logical order'' for the
processing of sentences, beginning first withan appreci-
ation of the underlying structure, then the surface
structure, and finally the lexical level (Chomsky, 1963).
Assuming that ambiguities at levels processed first
are discovered first, and ambiguities at levels pro-
cessed later are discovered later, then the results
of the 1965 study were the exactopposite of the "logicul
order'' postulated by linguists. However, unlike sentence
completion, the task in the earlier study allows for the
possibility of artificial search strategies. It is con-
ceivable that the levels could be processed in the
""logical order'' in discovery of the first meaning, and
in the opposite order in discovery of the second one.
In any case, we cannot assume that the time to dis-
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cover ambiguity reflects the order in which sentences
are normally processed. However, there is every
reason to assume that the sentence-completion task
represents a close approximation to thenatural process
of producing and understanding sentences. In contrast
to the search for ambiguity where two meanings could
be discovered by processing a single linguistic level,
all three linguistic levels must doubtlessly be pro-
cessed before a relevant completion can be made.

Consequently, ambiguity at all levels should have
an equal effect regardless of the order of processing
of the levels. This means thatifthe only factor needed to
explain differences in the time to discover the various
types of ambiguity in the previous study were the order
of processing of the levels, there should be no differ-
ences in the time required to complete sentence frag-
ments containing these three types of ambiguity in the
present study. Since differences occurred, more than
the order of processing of linguistic levels must be in-
volved in the search for ambiguity or the completion of
ambiguous sentences.

5. The Structural Corniplexity Hypothesis

The inclusion of unambiguous sentences in the
present study provided a much needed control for the
1965 study on ambiguity. The reported differences in
the time to discover the various types of ambiguity
could have reflected differences in the structural
complexity of the sentences. If lexically ambiguous
sentences were least complex, sentences containing
surface-structure ambiguities.more complex, and sen-
tences containing underlying-structure ambiguities
most complex, structural complexity could explain the
obtained results independently of the level at which
the ambiguity occurred. However, in the present study,
differences in the time to complete ambiguous sentences
due to structural complexity would cause corresponding
differences in completion time for unambiguous sen=
tences derived from them. Assuming lexically ambig-
uous sentences to be least complex, the time to
complete the unambiguous sentences derived fromthem
should be shortest, and assuming sentences withunder-
lying structure ambiguities t0 he most complex, the
unambiguous sentences derived from them should have
taken longest to complete. That they did not tends to
suggest that structural complexity was the prime
determinant of neither the time to discover ambiguity
nor the time to complete ambiguous sentences.

The frequency and nature of the ungrammatical
completions suggested that some subjects responded
before deciding on 2 single meaning for ambiguous
sentences, the result beingan incompatible compromise
between the two meanings. The .tendency for the
''unseen’’ meaning to enter into completions suggested
a similar sort of cognitive compromise rather than

i simple decision favoring one of the two meuanings
for some of the ambiguous sentences.

The relative frequency of tangential completions
(most tangential completions for underlying structure
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ambiguities, and least for lexical ambiguities) is open
to several interpretations. Prohably the simiplest is
that tangential completions reflecta tendency to re spond
before fully understandinga sentence. Under the oblivion
hypothesis, understanding of a single meaning is easier
for lexical than for derived and underlying ambiguities.
Consequently, the probability of responding before fuily
understanding underlying ambiguities would be greater
than for surface and lexical ambiguities, as was found.

The frequency of word indecision and stuttering sug-
gested that the dual interpretations of ambiguities may
generate conflict which some psychologists consider to
be causally related to hesitant and non-fluent utterance
(Johnson, 1959). However, the exact nature of this
conflict could not be conclusively determined from
the pature of the stuttering, and word indecision,
and their frequency was quite independent of the type
of ambiguity.

The predominant occurrence of tittering for ambig-
uous sentences is of considerable theoretical interest,
even though it was recorded for only one subject.
The theory of laughter to be advocated here isa
modification of a theory proposed by Spencer and
others (Piddington, 1963). It views laughter as a -
displacement activity, similar to that discussed by
ethologists (Tinbergen, 1951) and occurring only if
two incompatible tendencies or drives are strongly
and simultaneously aroused. That the two incompatible
meanings of ambiguous sentences should provoke the
displacement activity, laughter, for all subjects is not
to be expected, since the criterion ''strongly aroused’
is probably infrequently met with ambiguous sentences.

Finally, the present results suggest several practical
applications, one of which concerns the use of sentence
completion and word association as a projective tech~
nique. Clinical psychologists have been interested in
the time to complete sentences asan indicatorof ‘"men-
tal blocking'' or emotional involvement (Holsopple &
Miale, 1954). Since we have found that ambiguity will
influence the time to complete sentences, ambiguous
sentences in projective tests may have inordinate
completion times for reasons quite independent of
emotional involvement or mental blocking. Consequently
care should be taken in the construction of sentences
for projective tests to ensure that they are unambiguous
or contain the same number and types of ambiguity.

SUMMARY

A study of the time required for subjects to complete
ambiguous sentences supports the following conclusions:

1. Even though none of the subjects reported heing
aware of the ambiguities while completing the sentences,
they took longer to complete ambiguous sentences than
unambiguous ones.

2. The completion time for sentences with more than
one ambiguity was significantly longer than completion
time for sentences with only one ambiguity.

3. Completion time is less for lexical thanfor surface
and underlying structure ambiguities.

+. The relative completion times for the three types
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of ambiguity in sentences containing more than one
ambiguity was identical to that found for completion
of singly ambiguous sentences.

5. Sentences with two ambiguities occurring at dif-

ferent linguistic levels took more time to complete

than sentences with both ambiguities on the same

linguistic level.

Several theories of the nature of processing of am=
biguity in sentences were discussed. The present re-
sults suggested that ambiguity interferes with the
appreciation of a single meaningof ambiguous sentences~—

r"ly" -

and that this difficulty is progressively greater for

1ex1ca1 derived, underlying, and mulitiple amblg-u.mes

in that order.
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Appendix A: The 105 incompiete sentences for the first group with
the type of ambiguity, type of sentence and completion times as

indicated.

(Where (1) represents sentences withouta subject; (2), without a

and (3), without an object.)

intersectiond /

v}

; / -
. . I
¢+ o - e [ 1. Adter taldmg the right turnatthe

-,

2. After taking the left turn at the
- iptersection, [

. 3. Although I knew the

had advantages,

new position

4. Although I knew my new job had

, «dvantages,

—

5. Even though everyone knew

Capone was muking money,
, . ot

6. Even

T

though everyone knew

Capone was becomung rich,

et

7. After her injury that summer

- she couldn’t hear
iy

er

: N(a/u-*

8. After her injury that summer,

she couldn't lift
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Type of
Ambiguity
(sentence type)

Lexical
2
Normal
2

Lexical
03]

Normal

Lexical
(1)

Normal
(1)

Lexical
{3)

Normal
(3)

Oxford: Oxford Umversxty

o

14. Although I was continually both-

—————
T
wooon
J ’
v L :

ing by the platform

ing by the rostrum

fice of the president
—— ——

-
~712. When Kennedy entered the gar-

den of the president

ered by the cold,

ered by the climate,

J 9. Although Nixon was still stand-

10. Although Nixon was still stand-

Jll. Whitn Kennedy entered the _o_j_—_

13. Xwugh [ was continually both-

R LA
=, ro L [N
=~ TMedian
Ambiguity Completion
{sentence type) Time
Lexical 6.1
3)
Normal 6.3
(3)
Lexacal 6.5
(1)
Normal 6.7
(1)
Lexical 6.2
(2)
Normal 5.8

(2)

Lexical / 6.8
7y the-lawyer entemed, 2
In i A
New York: Holt, 16. Eichmann, who was talking when Normal 6.3 'V'" 4
the lawyer entered, {2) \-5 ..
(k Ny
17. Out of sympathy for the poor Lexical 5.6 p '//
K people, Rockefeller (2) ¥ e
18. Out of sympathy for the work'yg Normal 6.8
people, Rockefeller 7. 2)
N
New York: Gamur \/19 Cagt.'-un Vlorg;a.g_ sa.LdAthe port Lexical 3.8
- / (3)
it -'— R P B ”" ._""
20. Captain Morgan said the wine Normal
/ / v reminded (3)
¢ e -‘ ~ ll/e
7'7':"“" ../(._, 4 / 421,m_me solution seemed Lexical
X cl_ea’r__ in chemistry class, I (2)
22. Although .. ““ewer seemed Normal 5.6
easy in chemistry class, 1 (2)
- 4
f:h‘-/]B.h’éugges:ﬁ(g the paper would Lexical 7.4
ﬂ’ - b over everything, I (2)
Mediad*# - N———
Completion 24. In suggesting the book would ex- Normal 6.5
Time plain everything, 1 2)
6.1 /) 25. Before having the tanks filled Lexical 6.5
. with gasoline, Rommel (2)
5.0 26. Before having the bottles filled Normal 6.8
with gasoline, Rommel (2)
- - = /
5.9/ "7 27. BEfFwe ] carried out the orders Lexical 5.9
“a " - .
/':c- A~ S, (3) .
: > e S .
6.0 28. Before Icarried outthe garbage Normal 5.3
yesterday (3)
e et
6.4 29. Even if Idid laughat the church, Surface 5.3
1 (2)
7.2 30. Even if 1did laughin the church, Normal 5.5
L (@
6.7 31. When [ saw the wild Indian Surface 5.1
dance, Bauydfeyp . 2
5.4 32. When [ saw the wild Indians Normal 5.3
dancing, Lufpryee- 3
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34,

36.

37.

2.

13.

+4.

6.

-
-

Lo
o

19.

. Bruhms, knowing

. Berlore

. Although Hannibal sent troops

over 4 week'ago

Although Hannibal sent troops
almost u week ago

. When Huckleberry Finn looked

over the fence,

When Huckleberrv Finn looked
at the fence, jodgPignl

, knowing how great
symphoni ound, played

symphonies please, playe

. Although Iasked howold George

was, ¢

. Although 1 asked about old
George, §f

. Although  Magellan remem-

bered how good beef tasted, j#f

Although  Magellan remem-
bered how beef steak tasted, ]

/
While [ was telling her baby
stories,

While I was telling her friend
stories,

. When Freud fed her dog bis-

cuits, he thought

When Ffreud fed him dog bis-
cuits, he thought

. Although they were interesting

and convincing people, nobody

. Although they were enterpris=

:ng and ambitious people, no-
body

Before studying thoroughly
crystalized solutions in chem-
istry, Pasteur

thoroughly studying
“rvstijized <olutions in chem-

R I
~2/.. .J
Type of Median Type of
Ambiguity Completion Ambiguity
{sentence type) Time 4 (‘ {sentence type}
N‘A.\ L4 7‘9 z
surface 6.3 55. T me 10 go without hesita- suriace
1) uon.‘ (3)
‘\1 e HL
Normal 3.2 56. MllRas me 0 go without her, Normal
(1) T
ot e B
Surface 6.7 ) P/‘stHWgh * usually quick/ tofp>* Lnderlylng
3 ) please, ke C o 3) ~
Normal 5.5 58. AMhough usually eager to Normal
3) lesse, he didn't 3
Surface G,}w‘-//@ Although the idea of Hitler was Underlying
e f
3 }/ G v, ¢8)
Normal 8.0 60. Although that idea of Hitler's Normal
(3} was awiul, )
Surface 5.3 61. Becuuse the suggestion of the Underlying
(2 soldiers helped Napoleon, 1)
Normal 1.2 62. Because the retreat of the sol- Normal
(2) ‘ y/ diers helped Napoleon, 1)
/’ j d /. —p !
Surface 6.9 Knowing that v_\%m_ngw Underlying
(2) 0 ﬁO could be bothersome, 1 2)
- S puthbdtathg (
Normal _‘»/,’,’ 7.7 64. Knowing thut some relatives Normal
(2) could be bothersome, I (2)
. o~ -7
Surface 1.7 65.4f Captain Cook was/the one o Underlying
) watch, ge - (2)
-
Normal 5.1 . 86, If Cuptain Cook wustheone who Normal
(2) / J./L"". complilned, he Vi (2)
ST NS
Surfuce T J .67. Bswmg the onejto worship, he Underlying
(2 : T ZL,, ;.; (2
- PRV <
Normul 7.8 v 68. Bemng the one 1o pray, he Normal
(2) (2)
surface 3.5 69 Chdeldln. Cl.xyhmg the shoot- Underlying
(2) " ing of the Ind}.ms was dreadful, (2)
Normal 6.9 70, Chumplain, cluming the shout- Normal
(2) ing of the Indians wusdreadful, (2)
71. After saying the growing of the Underlying
surtace 8.9 flowers was marvelous, H
(2)
72. After saying the growth of the Normul
rflowers wus marvelous, (¢8)
Normal 5.9
(2) 75, Knowmng the aircraft to {lyiong Underlying

N

Mediarn
Conpleuon
Time

0.

u
%
B

(91

o
Sy
o

5.0



33. Although Hannibal sent troops
over a4 week ago

34. Although Hunnibal sent troops
ulmost 4 week ago

35. When Huckleberry Finn looked
over the fence,

36. When Huckleberry Finn looked
ut the fence, whgtpnl

, knowing how great
symphoni ound, played

38. Brauhms, knowiné
symphonies please, play

39. Although lusked how old George
was, ¢

40, Although I asked about old
George, §

41. Although Magellan remem-
bered how good beef tasted, p#

42. Although  Magellan remem-
bered how beef steak tasted, Jiff

/
45. While 1 was telling her baby
stories, -

+44. While I was telling her friend
stories,

45. When Freud fed her dog bhis-
cuits, he thought

46. When Freud fed him dog bis-
cuits, he thought

e

7. Although they were interesting
and convincing people, nobody

4&. Although they were enterpris-
ing and umbitious people, no-
body

9. Before  studying thorougnly
erystulized solutions tn cnem-
1stry, Pasteur

50. Before thoroughly studying
crystilized soiutions in chem-
1stry, Pdsteur

51. although Boh Hope {requently
delivered delightfully serious
speeches,

52, Although Bob Hope frequently
delivered quite serious speech-
es,

33. Althouzn | hud worn old tennis

Stices,

4. Althougn ! hud worn my tennis
snoes,

Type of
Ambiguity

-l

Median
Completion

{sentence type) Time NA‘.—. LL ‘)‘o{‘(

Surface
(1)

Normal
(L

"Suriace
3)

Normal
3)

Surface
3

Normal
3)

Surface

(2)

Normal
(2)

Surface
(2)

Normal
2

Surface

1)

Normal
2

Surtuce
2)

Normal
2)

Surface
2)

Normal

(2)

surfuce
(2

Normal
)

Surface
(L)

Normul
(1)

surtace
)

Normal
(1}
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6.3 55. Tesmewt me to 0 without hesitu~
tion,
5.2 56. MERag me to go without her,

s S

Type of
Ambigulty
{sentence type)

Suriace
(3)

Normal

= -

_ ol - v I —
6.._//r “ 4 sgtngagh © usually  quick/ tofp f'{‘Endel-lymg
Y el please, hecdivert @y 7
- -
5.3 58, Although usually eager to Normual
lease, he didn't (3)
3.3 6—»«-// 59\ Although the ideu of Hitler was Underlying
ST el
8.0 60. Although thut ideu of Hitler's Normal
wus awful, (1)
3.3 61. Becuuse the suggestion of the Underlying
soldiers helped Nupoleon, (1)
1.2 62. Because the retreuat of the sol- Normual
’ y diers helped Napoieon, (1)
bt E—_
6.3 / Knowing that v siting relatives Underlying
A~ J ":é\_
— . could be bothersome, I (2
/ P
7.7 6+. Knowing tbut some relatives Normal
could be bothersome, 1 (2
—. S~ -
+.7 65.4f Captain Cook wasithe one to Underlying
S
. watch, be (2)
3.1 , ©6.1f Captain Cook wasthgone who Normal
/ J’/J/./7 complained, he o @
. - —~ N
TT A0 67 B,ﬁ;hiﬂg‘to worship, he Underlying
R Pl
) ', R S T 2
[ —r—p
7.8 v/ 68. Being the one to pray, he Normal
(2
3.5 69 Champlun, cla.ymnv the shoot-_ Uncerlying
"~ ing of the lnd}a.ns was dreadful, 2
6.9 70. Chambplain, claiming the shout- Normai
ing of the Indians was dreadful, (2)
7l. After saying the growing of the Underlying
8.9 . flowers was marvelous, (oY)
2. After suying the growth oi the Normal
flowers wasz marveious, 1y
3.9
73. Knowing the aircraft to ily long Underlying
distunces, he (2
8.2 7+. Knowing the aircraft had flown Normal
long distances, he (2)
75. Even after severul contiguous Underlying
7.33 periormunces, Stravinsky still )
sounds
76. Even ufter severul contiguous Normal
1.5 perrormances, struvinsky stili 3)
likes
5.5 77. When Eichmann described their Underlying
plans for us, we knew {2)

Medyarn
Compleuon
Time

Q.
.,
Aer -
5.7
6.3
5.7
T3
T4
5.7
.73 o
6.9
T e
T S
i A
/
5.3
)
T3
6.15
5.U
5.2
sl
5.95
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